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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

i 


No. 3365. 

Belle Coleman. Appellant, 
vs. 

Edward P. Schwartz, Committee. 


| 

a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Lunacv. No. 6302. 

* 

In re Lunacv of Lawrence S. Brumidi. Lunatic! 

* 

United States of America. ! 

District of Columbia , ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: j 

I 

1 Petition for Appointment of Commit tee. j 

Filed March 17, 1919. j 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

I 

Lunacv. No. 6302. ! 

•/ ; 

• ; 

In re Lunacv of Lawrence S. Brumidi, Lunatic.I 

*' i 

i 

The petition of Edward P. Schwartz respectfully represents to this 
Honorable Court: 

1. That he is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 
District of Columbia. 

2. That Lawrence S. Brumidi, the sole heir at law and next of kin 
of his mother, Lola V. Kirkw-ood, deceased, who was predeceased by 
her first husband, the natural father of the said Lawrence S. Brumidi, 
and who predeceased her second husband, who i§ now also dead, was. 
by this Honorable Court, on the 22nd day of June, 1916, after ver- 
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diet, decreed of unsound mind and suffering from senile depression 
and committed to St. Elizabeth's Insane Asylum. 

3. That the said Lola V. Kirkwood departed this life, leaving a 
iast will and testament, dated April 2, 1918, and admitted to probate, 
and record in the Probate Court of the District of Columbia on Jan¬ 
uary 2, 1919. wherein your petitioner was named executor and to 
whom letters of administration were issued by said Court January 
9, 1919, by the provisions of which said last will and testament all 
of the real, personal and mixed property of the said decedent was 

devised and bequeathed to Edward P. Schwartz, in trust, to 

2 invest all monies and whatever might be derived from the 
personal estate into interest bearing investments, and, out of 

11 u* proceeds of said investments and out of the proceeds from any 
real estate to provide as amply as said estate might permit for the 
board and maintenance of Lawrence S. Brumidi during the term 
of his natural life. and. after the death of the said Lawrence S. 
Brumidi. to make other certain disposition of said property. 

4. That the real, personal and mixed property of the said Lola Y. 
Kirkwood, at the time of her death, consisted of the following, so 
far as is known at this time: Household effects at the appraised value 
$109.35; Notes secured by deed of trust, at the Riggs National Bank, 
$(>,475.00: Cash on hand $3,243.22; Cash deposited at the Riggs 
National Bank. $327.04, a certain parcel of real estate, situate in the 
City of Washington. District of Columbia, known as No. 1521 Tenth 
Street. Northwest, valued at approximately $2,750.00. and leased at 
si rent of $25.50 per month. That in addition to the foregoing, the 
said Lawrence S. Brumidi possesses in his own right certain l>oxes of 
pictures, believed to be of value, now on storage with the National 
Savings and Trust Company, on which there is a storage bill of be¬ 
tween four and five hundred dollars. 

5. That the said Lawrence S. Brumidi, having been adjudged a 
lunatic by this Honorable Court, is incapable of managing the net 
income derived from tlie property aforesaid. 

Wherefore, Your petitioner prays: 

1. That a committee be appointed by this Honorable Court over 

the person and property, both real, personal and mixed, of 

3 tlie said Lawrence S. Brumidi, with bond as provided by the 
('ode of Law in force in the District of Columbia. 

2. And that he mav have such other and further relief as the na- 
tn it of tlu* case requires and to the Court seems meet and proper. 

EDW. P. SCHWARTZ. 

District of Columbia, 


Edward P. Schwartz. being first duly sworn according to law, de¬ 
poses and says, that he has read the foregoing petition by him suIh 
scribed and knows the contents thereof: that the matters and things 
therein stated as of his personal knowledge are true and those stated 
upon information and belief, he believes to be true. 

EDW. P. SCHWARTZ. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this loth day of March, 1919. 
[seal.] CHARLES M. BIRCKHEAD, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Order Appointing Committee. 

I 

Filed March 26, 1919. 

* * * * * * * 

j 

This cause coming on to be heard upon the petition of! Edward P. 
Schwartz, and it appearing to the satisfaction of the Court that Law¬ 
rence S. Brumidi is an adjudged lunatic, confined to St. 

4 Elizabeth’s Insane Asylum, and entitled to a certain income 
under the provisions of the will of his mother, Lola V. Kirk¬ 
wood, deceased, and also possessed in his own right to certain per¬ 
sonal property set forth in said petition, it is, by the Con lit. this 26th 
day of March, 1919, 

Ordered, adjudged and decreed, That Edward P. Sehwirtz be, and 
he hereby is, appointed committee of the person and property of the 
said Lawrence S. Brumidi, upon his filing bond herein in the penal 
sum of fifteen hundred dollars, conditioned upon the faithful per¬ 
formance of the trust in him reposed. j 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

| Justice. 

I 

Petition for Removal of Committee. 

| 

Filed November 25, 1919. 

I 

I 

* * * * * * 1 jje 

. I 

The petition of Belle Coleman, respectfully represents tb the Court 
as follows: 

1. That she is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 

District of Columbia and files this petition as one of the next of kin 
of the lunatic, Lawrence S. Brumidi. j 

2. That the remaining next of kin of said lunatic are Mrs. Laura 
McLean of "Washington, D. C., Frank Germon of Washington, D. C., 
both of whom were residents of the District of Columbia on and prior 
to 26th day of March, 1919, and Mrs. Lillian Clarke, of Brooklyn, 

N. Y., all of whom, including the petitioner, are adults, and 

5 first cousins of the said Lawrence S. Brumidi, on hijs mother’s 
side; that there are no next of kin so far as this petitioner is 

advised on the side of the father of said Brumidi, in this country, 
and there are none living at this time abroad, so far as this] petitioner 
has been able to ascertain, and if any such next of kin are living 
abroad, their whereabouts are unknown. I 

3. That the aforesaid Lawrence S. Brumidi, under and bv virtue 
of the will of his mother, Lola C. Kirkwood, deceased is the sole 
beneficiary of the income of said estate for life, all of Which will 
more fully appear from the administration proceedings of the Pro- 
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hate Court of this District known as ‘‘Estate of Lola C. Kirkwood, 
deceased, Administration Number 25199”, which are hereby referred 
to and made a part hereof. 

4. That Edward P. Schwartz, under and by virtue of the terms of 
the will of said decedent duly qualified as executor and trustee under 
said will, which was admitted to probate January 2, 1919. 

5. Thereafter the said Edward P. Schwartz filed a petition herein 
on the 17th day of March, 1919, at which time petitioner, Mrs. Laura 
McLean and Frank Germon were residents of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia setting up, among other things, that the estate of said Lola C. 
Kirkwood, deceased, consisted of the following property: 


Household effects . $109.35 

Trust notes at Riggs. 6,475.00 

Cash on hand. 3,243.22 

Cash at Riggs. 327.64 

1521 10th St. N. W. 2,750.00 


from which property the said Lawrence S. Brumidi was entitled to 
the income as set forth in said will of the decedent. 

6. That neither the petitioner nor any of the next of kin 

6 as hereinbefore set forth, of the said Lawrence S. Brumidi 
were notified of the application of said Edward P. Schwartz, 

no one of whom was present at the hearing on said petition, and no 
one of whom gave their consent to the appointment of said Edward 
P. Schwartz as prayed in said petition: the Court herein, upon the ex 
parte application of said Schwartz appointed him committee of the 
person and property of the said Lawrence S. Brumidi. upon his giv¬ 
ing a bond in the sum of $1,500.00. which bond was duly entered 
into. 

7. Your petitioner further represents that she is advised by counsel 
and therefore avers that under Section 115B of the Code of Law of 
ihe District of Columbia, she and the next of kin who were residents 
of the District of Columbia at the time the order appointing said 
Schwartz committee was passed heretofore set forth herein, were en¬ 
titled to notice of said petition and not having received said notice 
are entitled to have the order appointing said Schwartz as commit¬ 
tee rescinded and set aside and another committee appointed, as the 
court in its discretion may select. 

8. Your petitioner further represents that the interests of the lun¬ 
atic herein would be better conserved if some person other than said 
Schwartz, the executo.r and trustee under the will of said Lola C. 
Kirkwood is appointed committee of the person and property of said 
lunatic, which appointment, among other things would relieve the 
necessity of having said Schwartz as executor and trustee under said 
will, from reporting to himself as committee of the person and prop¬ 
erty of said lunatic. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays: 

7 1. That a rule to show cause issue out of this Honorable 
Court, commanding and directing the said Edward P. 

Schwartz to show cause why he should not be removed as the Com¬ 
mittee of the Person and property of the lunatic herein. 
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2. That upon the hearing on said rule, an order be passed can¬ 

celling and setting aside the order heretofore passed herein, of March 
26, 1910. appointing said Schwartz as committee aforesaid, on the 
ground that the same was improperly entered, and flirt her that a 
new committee of the person and property of the lunatic herein, be 
appointed. ! 

3. For such other and further relief as to the Court may seem 

proper. ! 

BELLE COLEMAN. 

E. HILTON JACKSON, j 

Attorney for Petitioner. 

i 

I 

District ok Columbia, ss: \ 

Belle Coleman being duly sworn deposes and says tlikt she is the 
petitioner in the above entitled matter; that she has read the fore¬ 
going petition and knows the contents thereof; that the facts therein 
stated upon her own knowledge are true and those stated! upon infor¬ 
mation and belief she believes to be true. j 

BELLE COLEMAN. 

I 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd dav of November. 
1919. 

[seal.] DORA PALklN, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

My commission expires Oct. 1923. 
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Rule to Show Cause. 
Filed November 25. 1919. 


Upon consideration of the petition of Belle Coleman, it is Ordered 
that Edward P. Schwartz appear in this Court on the 5th| day of De¬ 
cember. 1919, and show cause in Equity Court No. 2. why he should 
not be removed as Committee of the person and property of the 
lunatic, Lawrence S. Brumidi, and that a new committee] of the per¬ 
son and property of said lunatic be appointed, as prayed for in the 
petition herein, provided a copy of this rule and the petition are 
served on said Schwartz on or before the 30th dav of Noveihber, 1919. 

WALTER I. McCOY, 

Chief Justice. 

J I 

j 

Marshal's Return . 

i 

i 

Served a copy of the within rule on Edward P. Schwartz person¬ 
ally: November 28. 1919. 

MAURICE SPLAIN, 

U. S, Marshal, 
K. j 
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* 


Answer to Rule to Show Cause. 

Filed December 5, 1919. 
****** 


The answer of Edward P. Schwartz to the rule to show cause, filed 

herein on the 2oth day of November, 1919, for answer thereto, or to 

so much thereof as he is advised it is necessarv for him to answer. 

• * 


answering savs: 


1. That he does not know the petitioner herein: does not know 
her citizenship or her residence, and. therefore, can neither admit 
nor deny the averments of paragraph one. 

2. Answering the second paragraph of the said petition, this re¬ 
spondent says that he has no knowledge of the relationship of the 
parties named in the second paragraph of the said petition to Law¬ 
rence S. Brumidi. and can neither admit nor deny the averments of 
said paragraph. 

‘». Answering the third paragraph of the said petition, this re¬ 
spondent says that Lola C. Kirkwood, the mother of Lawrence S. 
Brumidi, is now deceased, as set up in said paragraph three of said 
petition, and that for many years prior to her death, this respondent 
attended to all of her business for her, and. so far as he knows, to 
the day of her death, to her entire satisfaction. That in her last will 
and testament, made a few months prior to her death, the said Lola 
C. Kirkwood nominated and appointed this respondent as sole ex¬ 
ecutor and trustee of her entire estate, under the terms of which her 


entire estate was placed in respondent's hands to manage and con¬ 
trol, collect the tents, profits and issues arising therefrom and the 
proceeds therefrom to devote exclusively to the support and 
10 maintenance of her son, Lawrence S. Brumidi, who was, at 
the time of his mother's death, and had boon for, to wit. 


several years prior thereto, an inmate of St. Elizabeth's Hospital for 
the Insane at W ashington, I). C.. where he had been committed, vour 
petitioner is advised, believes, and therefore avers, upon the motion 
and instance of his said mother, thereby in effect constituting and ap¬ 
pointing with the confirmation of the Probate side of this Honorable 
Court, your respondent testamentary guardian of the estate of the 
said Lawrence S. Brumidi. 

4. Answering the fourth paragraph of the said petition, your re¬ 
spondent says that it is true, as stated in the said paragraph of tlie 
.-aid petition, that he did qualify as executor and trustee under the 
said will and that the same was admitted to probate and record as a 
last will and testament of real and personal property, and that, as 
such testamentary trustee under said will, your respondent has pro¬ 
ceeded according to law to execute the trust reposed in him by the 
mother of the said Lawrence S'. Brumidi. 

o. Answering the fifth paragraph of said petition, your respond¬ 
ent says that, after entering upon the discharge of his duties as ex¬ 
ecutor and trustee of the last will and testament of Lola C. Kirkwood, 
your respondent discovered that certain property which had always 
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been regarded as the property of Lola C. Kirkwood was in reality 
the property of Lawrence S. Brumidi and belonged to hisi estate sep¬ 
arate and apart and independent of that which had been devised to 
him by his mother in her last will as aforesaid, the control of which 
was not vested in any person whatsoever, and that it became neces¬ 
sary that some person be appointed to take care of and pro- 

11 tect the interests of the said Lawrence S. Brumidi, Lunatic. 
Your respondent not having access to, or knowing the where¬ 
abouts of the heirs at law and next of kin of the said Lawrence S. 
Brumidi, your respondent applied to this Honorable Court for ap¬ 
pointment as Committee of the estate of the said Lawrence S. 
Brumidi, regarding it his duty as the testamentary trustee of the said 
Lawrence S. Brumidi to protect in every way his property, no matter 
where it was found, or in whose possession it might be, and the Court, 
upon the petition of this respondent, setting up all of the facts to 
this Honorable Court at the time application was made for appoint¬ 
ment as Committee of the estate of the said I>awrence Si Brumidi. 
appointed your respondent and he filed a bond in an amount fixed 
by this Honorable Court for the faithful performance of the trust in 
him reposed by this Honorable Court as such Committee. 

Answering further the said paragraph five, your respondent says 
that he discovered, deposited with the National Safe Deposit and 
Trust Company, a number of boxes which he at first believed be¬ 
longed to the estate of Lola C. Kirkwood, but. upon investigation and 
inquiry, respondent discovered that the said boxes and their contents 
belonged to Lawrence S'. Brumidi, and it was this discovery in the 
first, instance that directed this respondent to apply to this Honorable 
Court for the purpose of taking some action in the premises with ref¬ 
erence to the said boxes and their contents, which had been on storage 
with the said Deposit and Trust Company for a number of years. 

Your respondent also discovered that real estate, which had always 
been regarded by this respondent, as the agent and business 

12 manager for Lola C. Kirkwood, as the property of! said Lola 
C. Kirkwood, that she only had a life estate therein and that a 

deed in trust had been executed,conveying the said property, after the 
death of the said Lola C. Kirkwood, to Lawrence S. Brumidi, and it 
became necessary that this property should be taken charge of and 
lented and managed bv a committee of the estate of the said Law¬ 
rence S. Brumidi, and not by the trustee and executor of ’the estate 
of Ixila C. Kirkwood. Thereupon, this respondent caused a deed to 
be made, as provided in the said deed in trust, conveying the said 
property from the said trustees to Lawrence S. Brumidi; the said 
trustees being James S. Edwards, now deceased, and Hon. Job Bar¬ 
nard, formerly one of the Justices of this Court, and your respondent 
caused said deed to be signed and executed by the said jHon. Job 
Barnard while he was on his vacation in the State of Maine, and the 
said deed lias been duly recorded and the title in the saidj property 
vested in the said Lawrence S. Brumidi, and is being rented, man¬ 
aged and controlled by your respondent as Committee of the said 
Lawrence S. Brumidi’s estate, and is not being intermixed or con- 
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fused with the life estate of Lawrence S. Brumidi in the property of 
his late mother under the terms of her will as aforesaid. 

6. Answering the sixth paragraph of said petition, this respond¬ 
ent says that lie admits that he did not notify the petitioner or any 
of the persons mentioned in tlie said petition for the reason already 
stated that lie did not know the relationship to the said Brumidi. was 
not acquainted with the whereabouts of the said persons, and. inas¬ 
much as lie had already l>ecn appointed by the mother of the 

13 said Brumidi as testamentary trustee of his estate, left to him 
by her, and which at the time of the probate of the said will. 

your petitioner believed was all of the estate that the said Lawrence 
S. Brumidi owned, and proceeded in the interest of the said Law¬ 
rence S. Brumidi to protect and care for his estate and to so make 
it a matter of record as to be segregated from and kept apart from 

that in which he had onlv a life estate*, and which estate taken bv 

• * 

this respondent as committee would go. upon his death, to his heirs 
at law and next of kin, regardless of the will of his late mother. 

7. Answering the seventh paragraph of the said petition, your 
respondent is advised that the appointment of a committee of the 
estate of a non compos mentis is entirely, in the last analysis, in the 
discretion of the Court having in mind the best interests of the said 
lunatic and of his estate. 

Answering further said paragraph seven, your respondent is con¬ 
strained to present to the Court a further statement, that, after the 
death of the said Lola C. Kirkwood and his appointment as Com¬ 
mittee of the estate of Lawrence Brumidi. respondent was in¬ 
formed that there was a diamond ring which belonged either to the 
estate of Lola C. Kirkwood or Lawrence S. Brumidi. and. as it was 
his duty to have possession of the said diamond ring, if his informa¬ 
tion as to ownership was correct, he called upon Mrs. Elizabeth 
Thompson of 004 I Street. Northeast. Washington, P. C.. whom re¬ 
spondent is advised, believes and therefore avers, is now in posses¬ 
sion of the said ring, asking her to deliver the same to him 

14 as executor of Mrs. Kirkwood's estate, or as committee of tin* 
estate of Mr. Brumidi. Your respondent was informed that 

sometime prior to Ihe death of Mrs. Kirkwood, she loaned or handed 
the said ring, which respondent is advised, believes and therefore 
avers, was of the value of. to wit. one thousand dollars, to the said 
Elizabeth Thompson and requested that she take care of it until the 
death of her son. That said Mrs. Thompson declined to surrender 
possession of the said ring, claiming that Mrs. Kirkwood, whom she 
refers to as her aunt, although Mrs. Thompson is not mentioned in 
the petition filed herein as one of the next of kin*7 of Lawrence S. 
Brumidi. had handed her the ring, and. inasmuch as the ring was 
not mentioned in Mrs. Kirkwood’s will, she considered the ring be¬ 
longed to her. That thereafter this respondent made investigation 
as to the ownership of the ring and discovered that the ring belonged 
to Lawrence S. Brumidi. the Lunatic herein, and Mrs. Thompson 
was made acquainted with this fact through your respondent’s at¬ 
torneys, under date of August 8, 1910, wherein Mrs. Thompson was 
asked to deliver the ring to your respondent as Committee of the 
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estate of'Lawrence S. Brumidi; that thereupon, under date of Au¬ 
gust 11, 1919, attorneys for your respondent received a letter from 
Mr. E. Hilton Jackson, in which he savs that he had adivised Mrs. 
Thompson that she was entitled to keep the ring referred |to, subject 
to the conditions upon which it was given to her by Mrs. Kirkwood, 
during the lifetime of the latter. That in this letter frbm Mr. E. 
Hilton Jackson, the attorney for the petitioner in this case, then rep¬ 
resenting Mrs. Elizabeth Thompson, no objection to the appointment 
of this respondent as committee of the estate of Lawrence S. 
15 Brumidi was made, and, the first objection this respondent 
has heard, or which has been made, until the filing of this 
case, has come through Mr. E. Hilton Jackson representing Mrs. 
Thompson and now representing the petitioner, and not then, until 
your respondent as committee of the estate of Lawrence Si. Brumidi 
sought to recover from the said Elizabeth Thompson the valuable 
diamond ring which she has and which respondent is firmly con¬ 
vinced belongs to Lawrence S. Brumidi and was his property before 
the death of his mother, and that, no matter what disposition his 
mother may have made of the ring, she was not authorized to do so 
as the ring, your respondent is advised, is the sole and separate prop- 
ertv of the said Lawrence S. Brumidi, and should properly be in 
the hands of the Committee of the estate of said Lawrence S| Brumidi. 

Answering further the said paragraph seven, your respondent says 
that this first objection to his appointment and service is jcontained 
in a letter of August 14, 1919, being signed by E. Hilton Jackson, 
as attorney for Elizabeth Thompson. 

The original and copies of the letters herein referred 'to will be 
exhibited at the hearing on this rule. 

Answering further said paragraph, your respondent Isays that 
shortly after the letter of August 14. 1919. from E. Hiltoiji Jackson, 
your respondent is advised, the said E. Hilton Jackson notified the 
attorneys for this respondent that he proposed to take the action now 
at bar, seeking to remove him as committee, and, by reason thereof, 
your respondent felt that he should not put the estate to the expense 
of a suit in replevin, or otherwise cause the estate of Lajwrence S. 

Brumidi any expense in respect to the recovery of the said 
10 ring, until after this Honorable Court had had an oppor¬ 
tunity to confirm, if it will, his appointment as Committee. 

Your respondent believes, and therefore avers, that if hie had not 
attempted to secure possession of the said diamond ring bn behalf 
of the estate of Lawrence S. Brumidi, his appointment as Committee 
of Lawrence S. Brumidi would not in any wav have been questioned, 
nor would this action have been brought, and this action!, your re¬ 
spondent believes, is instituted for the purpose, if possible, of de¬ 
feating the delivery of the diamond ring to its proper custodian, the 
committee appointed by this Honorable Court. Your respondent be¬ 
lieved, and still believes, that it is his duty as committee of ithe estato 
of Lawrence S. Brumidi to secure possession of this diamond ring 
and of any other property belonging to him or to the estate of his 
mother, no matter in whose hands it may be found, or, however dis¬ 
agreeable it may feel for people alleging to be relations or next of 
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kin of either Lola C. Kirkwood or Lawrence S. Brum id i to give up 
and surrender possession of the said property. 

8. Answering the eighth paragraph of the said petition, this re¬ 
spondent says that his duties as committee of the estate of Lawrence 
S. Brumidi do not in anv wav conflict with his duties as testamen- 
tary trustee of the estate of Lawrence S. Brumidi bequeathed to him 
by his late mother, but. on the contrary there is even* reason why 
the estate of Lawrence 8. Brumidi should lie relieved of the necessity 
of a duplication of trustees or committees, as the case may lie, par¬ 
ticularly since his mother has submitted to the care of the person in 
whom she had the greatest confidence as her agent and busi- 
17 ness adviser to look after that which she was conveying to 
him by her will. 

Answering further the said petition, your respondent has fre¬ 
quently acted in capacities where it was necessary for him to act in 
two capacities, whether neither one nor the other conflicted, but. on 
the contrary, where they dove-tailed and made the performance of 
the two services coordinate and most beneficial to the interests of all 
parties. 

Answering further the said petition, your respondent says that he 
lias had large experience in the management of estates under the 
direction of this Honorable Court, and that his administrations have, 
so far as he knows, been to the entire satisfaction, not onlv of the 

* 4 

Court but all those in whose interest he acted. 

Your respondent therefore believes that the interests of Lawrence 
8. Brumidi, particularly under existing circumstances, will be best 
subserved in the hands of the trustee having in charge the manage¬ 
ment and control of the life estate so devised to him by his late 
mother, and for the reasons herein set forth. 

This respondent, having fully answered, prays that he may be 
hence dismissed with his reasonable costs. 

EDWARD P. SCHWARTZ. 


District of Colombia. #»: 

Edward P. Schwartz, being first duly sworn according to law. on 
oath deposes and says, that he has read the foregoing answer by him 
subscribed and knows the contents thereof; that the matters 
18 and things therein stated as of his personal knowledge are 
true, and those stated upon information and belief, he be¬ 
lieves to be true. 

EDWARD P. SCHWARTZ. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this fourth dav of December. 
1919. 

[seal. 1 


MAUD FELLHEIMER, 

Notary Public, D. C. 
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Order Ratifying and Confirming Appointment of Committee. 

Filed December 11. 1919. 


This cause coming on to be heard upon the petition of Belle Cole¬ 
man, and rule to show cause, and answer of Edward P. Schwartz, 
Committee, it is. bv the Court, this 11th dav of December, 1919. 

Adjudged, ordered and decreed, That the rule to show cause be 
discharged and the petition dismissed, and that the appointment of 
Edward P. Schwartz, as Committee herein, be and the same is hereby 
ratified and confirmed. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

! Justice. 

O. K. as to form. j 

E. H. JACKSON. 

From the foregoing decree the petitioner Belle Coleman notes an 
appeal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 
19 and the appeal bond for costs is hereby fixed at one hundred 
dollars $100.00. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

! Justice. 

I 

Memorandum. 

' I 

January 5. 1920.—Appeal bond approved and filed. 

Assignments of Error. j 

I 

i 

Filed January 26. 1920. i 


^ ^ ^ 3|C 

I 

1. The Court erred in ratifying and confirming the appointment 
of Edward P. Schwartz as committee of the lunatic estate hereir . 

2. The Court erred in discharging the rule herein. 

6. The Court erred in not appointing a new committee upon the 
petition filed herein, of the next of kin of said lunatic. 

4. The Court erred in not setting aside the order of jMarch 20. 
1919, appointing said Edward P. Schwartz committee of jthe person 
and estate of the lunatic herein. 

5. The Court erred in not holding that the petitioner anid the other 
next of kin had a vested right in the original appointment of a com¬ 
mittee herein, of which they could not be deprived of an ex parte ap¬ 
pointment of said Edward P. Schwartz without notice to any of the 

next of kin resident in Washington at the time of tlbe appoint- 
20 ment of said Schwartz. 

6. The Court erred in not holding that the order of March 
26, 1919, appointing said Edward P. Schwartz committee as afore¬ 
said, was not null and void as being contrary to the express provision 
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of the Code of Law of the District of Columbia in such cases made 
and provided. 

i K. IIILTOX JACKSON, 

i Attorney for Appellant. 

Designation of Record. 

Piled Januarv 26, 1920. 


The Clerk will include in the record for the Court of Appeals 
herein, the following: 

March 17, 1919 Petition for appointment of Committee. 

March 26, 1919 Order appointing committee. 

November 25, J919 Petition for removal of committee and rule to 
show cause issued thereon. 

December 5, 1919 Answer to rule to show cause. 

December 11, 1919 Order ratifying and confirming appointment 
of committee. 

Januarv 5, 1929 Memorandum of filing appeal bond. 

E. IIIETON JACKSON, 

Attorney for Appellant. 

21 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America. 

District of Colombia , ss: 

1. John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby, certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
20, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. <>202 in Lunacy, entitled: In re 
Lunacy of Lawrence S. Brumidi. Lunatic, as the same remains upon 
the files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe* my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 17th day of February. 1920. 

| Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. | 

JOHN K. YOUNG, 

Clerk, 

By W. K. WILLIAMS, 

Assistant Clerk, 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
2365. Belle Coleman, appellant, vs. Edward P. Schwartz, com¬ 
mittee. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Feb. 19. 
1920. Henrv W. Hodges. Clerk. 
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